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assembly of the auxiliary power unit (APU),
and rework the flanges of the right- and left-
hand engine bleed tube assembly; per
EMBRAER Service Bulletin 145–36–0011,
Change No. 01, dated March 23, 2000.
Accomplishment of these actions constitutes
terminating action for the requirements of
this AD.

(e) Within 4,000 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD, replace any bleed-
air check valves having P/N 816603–1 or P/
N 816603–2 with bleed-air check valves
having P/N 816603–3; and, before further
flight, do the actions specified in paragraph
(d) of this AD. Replacement of all bleed-air
check valves with P/N 816603–3 check
valves and accomplishment of the actions
specified in paragraph (d) of this AD,
constitute terminating action for the
requirements of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(f) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Atlanta
Aircraft Certification Office, (ACO), FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Atlanta ACO.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Atlanta ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 4: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Brazilian airworthiness directive 1999–04–
01R2, dated May 30, 2000.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on March
13, 2001.
Donald L. Riggin,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–6793 Filed 3–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
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RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 757 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
supersedure of an existing airworthiness
directive (AD), applicable to certain
Boeing Model 757 series airplanes. The
existing AD requires repetitive freeplay
checks of the elevator, and replacement
of worn elevator power control actuator
(PCA) reaction link rod-end bearings
and the PCA rod-end bearing, if
necessary. That AD also provides an
optional terminating action for the
repetitive checks. This action would
remove the optional terminating action
provided by the existing AD, expand the
applicability of the existing AD, and
require repetitive freeplay checks of the
elevator at a revised repeat interval and
repetitive lubrication of bearings of the
elevator actuator load loop and hinge
line. The actions specified by the
proposed AD are intended to prevent
unacceptable airframe vibration during
flight, which could lead to excessive
wear of bearings of the elevator PCA
load loop and hinge line and result in
reduced controllability of the airplane.

DATES: Comments must be received by
May 4, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2000–NM–
361–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055–4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. Comments may be
submitted via fax to (425) 227–1232.
Comments may also be sent via the
Internet using the following address: 9-
anm-nprmcomment@faa.gov. Comments
sent via fax or the Internet must contain
‘‘Docket No. 2000–NM–361–AD’’ in the
subject line and need not be submitted
in triplicate. Comments sent via the
Internet as attached electronic files must
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 for
Windows or ASCII text.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington
98124–2207. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dennis Stremick, Aerospace Engineer,
Airframe Branch, ANM–120S, FAA,
Seattle Aircraft Certification Office,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington 98055–4056; telephone
(425) 227–2776; fax (425) 227–1181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this action may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Submit comments using the following
format:
∑ Organize comments issue-by-issue.

For example, discuss a request to
change the compliance time and a
request to change the service bulletin
reference as two separate issues.

• For each issue, state what specific
change to the proposed AD is being
requested.

• Include justification (e.g., reasons or
data) for each request.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this action
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to
Docket Number 2000–NM–361–AD.’’
The postcard will be date-stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM–114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
2000–NM–361–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055–4056.

Discussion

On January 11, 1989, the FAA issued
AD 89–03–05, amendment 39–6120 (54
FR 3430, January 24, 1989), applicable
to certain Model 757 series airplanes, to
require periodic freeplay checks of the
elevator, and replacement of worn
elevator power control actuator (PCA)
reaction link rod-end bearings and the
PCA rod-end bearing, if necessary. That
action was prompted by reports of
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excessive wear of elevator PCA rod-end
and reaction link rod-end bearings. The
requirements of that AD are intended to
prevent unacceptable airframe vibration
during flight.

Actions Since Issuance of Previous Rule
Since the issuance of that AD, there

have been numerous occurrences of
airframe vibration attributed to
excessive freeplay in the bearing of the
elevator PCA load loop. The existing AD
contains an optional terminating action
that involves replacement of the old-
design PCA reaction link rod-end
bearings with improved bearings. If this
optional terminating action is
accomplished, the modified airplane is
only subject to freeplay checks per the
Boeing Maintenance Manual (BMM).
The FAA has determined that the
freeplay check in the BMM does not
accurately measure freeplay of the
elevator.

In addition, since the issuance of the
existing AD, corrosion has been
detected in the bearings of the elevator
PCA load loop and hinge line. This
corrosion has been attributed to
inappropriate lubrication of the
bearings. The interval at which the
bearings are lubricated is currently
specified by the Boeing Maintenance
Planning Document.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

The FAA has reviewed and approved
Boeing Service Bulletin 757–27A0086,
Revision 2, dated July 27, 1989, which
describes procedures for repetitive
freeplay checks of the elevator. The
procedures in this service bulletin are
similar to those in Boeing Service
Bulletin 757–27A0086, dated June 9,
1988, which was referenced as the
appropriate source of service
information for the repetitive freeplay
checks required by the existing AD.
Revision 2 clarifies that certain
corrective actions need be done only if
replacement of the bearing of the PCA
reaction link rod-end does not correct
excessive freeplay in the elevator.
Accomplishment of the actions
specified in the service bulletin is
intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design, the proposed AD would
supersede AD 89–03–05 to continue to
require repetitive freeplay checks of the
elevator, and replacement of worn
elevator power control actuator (PCA)

reaction link rod-end bearings and the
PCA rod-end bearing, if necessary. The
proposed AD would remove the
optional terminating action specified in
the existing AD, expand the
applicability of the existing AD, and
require new repetitive freeplay checks
of the elevator at a revised repeat
interval and repetitive lubrication of
bearings in the elevator PCA load loop
and hinge line. The repetitive freeplay
checks would be required to be done per
Boeing Service Bulletin 757–27A0086,
Revision 2, except as discussed below in
the section called ‘‘Differences Between
Proposed Rule and Service Bulletin.’’
The repetitive lubrication of the
bearings in the elevator PCA load loop
and hinge line would be required to be
done per the Maintenance Planning
Document.

Explanation of Revised Repetitive
Interval

For airplanes subject to the existing
AD, this proposed AD would revise the
repetitive inspection interval from an
interval stated in flight hours to an
interval stated in calendar time. The
FAA finds that this change is
appropriate because, as stated
previously, the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD is related to
corrosion, which is a function of time
rather than flight hours.

Differences Between Proposed Rule and
Service Bulletin

Although Boeing Service Bulletin
757–27A0086, Revision 2, lists an
effectivity that includes certain Model
757 series airplanes having line
positions 2 through 136, the
requirements of this proposed AD
would apply to all Boeing Model 757
series airplanes. As stated previously,
the FAA has determined that the
freeplay check in the BMM is not
adequate to prevent excessive freeplay
in the bearings of the elevator PCA load
loop and hinge line and consequent
unacceptable airframe vibration.
Therefore, the FAA finds that the
freeplay checks of the elevator proposed
in this action are necessary for all
Boeing Model 757 series airplanes.

Boeing Service Bulletin 757–
27A0086, Revision 2, specifies that the
freeplay checks of the elevator in that
bulletin should be repeated at each ‘‘C’’
check until improved PCA reaction link
rod-end bearings are installed, and
thereafter, the checks should be
repeated at each ‘‘2C’’ check. The FAA
finds that such intervals are inadequate
to ensure that excessive freeplay in the
bearings of the elevator PCA load loop
is detected and corrected in a timely
manner. Therefore, the proposed AD

would require freeplay checks of the
elevator to be done at intervals not to
exceed 18 months.

Cost Impact
There are approximately 906

airplanes of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet.

The cost impact for the existing AD
was calculated based on an estimated
average labor cost of $40 per work hour.
Since the issuance of that AD, the FAA
has revised the figures it has used over
the past several years in calculating the
economic impact of AD activity. In
order to account for various inflationary
costs in the airline industry, the FAA
has determined that it is necessary to
increase the labor rate used in these
calculations from $40 per work hour to
$60 per work hour. The cost impact
information, below, has been revised to
reflect this increase in the specified
hourly labor rate.

The actions that are currently
required by AD 89–03–05 affect
approximately 90 airplanes of U.S.
registry. Those actions take
approximately 30 work hours per
airplane to accomplish, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of the
currently required actions on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $162,000, or
$1,800 per airplane, per check cycle.

The FAA estimates that 598 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
new proposed AD. The new actions that
are proposed in this AD action would
take approximately 28 work hours per
airplane to accomplish, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of the
proposed requirements of this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
$1,004,640, or $1,680 per airplane, per
check cycle.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this proposed AD were not adopted. The
cost impact figures discussed in AD
rulemaking actions represent only the
time necessary to perform the specific
actions actually required by the AD.
These figures typically do not include
incidental costs, such as the time
required to gain access and close up,
planning time, or time necessitated by
other administrative actions.

Regulatory Impact
The regulations proposed herein

would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
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the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the

authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

removing amendment 39–6120 (54 FR

3430, January 24, 1989), and by adding
a new airworthiness directive (AD), to
read as follows:
Boeing: Docket 2000–NM–361–AD.

Supersedes 89–03–05, amendment 39–
6120.

Applicability: All Model 757 series
airplanes, certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (f)(1) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent unacceptable airframe vibration
during flight, which could lead to excessive
wear of elevator bearings and result in
reduced controllability of the airplane,
accomplish the following:

Restatement of Requirements of AD 89–03–
05

Repetitive Elevator Freeplay Checks

(a) For Boeing Model 757 series airplanes
listed in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 757–
27A0086, dated June 9, 1988, on which the
elevator power control actuator (PCA) rod-
end and reaction link rod-end bearings are
lubricated at intervals of 1,000 flight hours or
less, in accordance with Boeing Service
Letter 757–SL–27–26, dated April 1, 1988,
and on which paragraph (d) of AD 89–03–05
was not done: Within the next 90 days after
March 6, 1989 (the effective date of AD 89–
03–05, amendment 39–6120), or prior to the
accumulation of 4,000 flight hours total time-

in-service, whichever occurs later, and
thereafter at intervals not to exceed 4,000
flight hours, perform an elevator freeplay
check in accordance with Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 757–27A0086, dated June 9,
1988, or Revision 2, dated July 27, 1989.
Doing paragraph (d) of this AD ends the
repetitive inspections required by this
paragraph.

(b) For Boeing Model 757 series airplanes
listed in Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 757–
27A0086, dated June 9, 1988, not subject to
paragraph (a) of this AD, and on which
paragraph (d) of AD 89–03–05 was not done:
Within the next 90 days after March 6, 1989,
or prior to the accumulation of 3,000 flight
hours total time-in-service, whichever occurs
later, and thereafter at intervals not to exceed
3,000 flight hours, perform an elevator
freeplay check in accordance with Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 757–27A0086, dated
June 9, 1988, or Revision 2, dated July 27,
1989. Doing paragraph (d) of this AD ends
the repetitive inspections required by this
paragraph.

Replacement

(c) If freeplay of the elevator exceeds the
limits specified in the service bulletin during
any check per this AD: Before further flight,
replace elevator PCA reaction link rod-end
bearings and PCA rod-end bearings, as
necessary, with new, improved bearings, in
accordance with Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 757–27A0086, dated June 9, 1988, or
Revision 2, dated July 27, 1989. After the
effective date of this AD, use only Revision
2 of the service bulletin.

New Requirements of this AD

Repetitive Elevator Freeplay Checks

(d) For all airplanes, do elevator freeplay
checks per Boeing Service Bulletin 757–
27A0086, Revision 2, dated July 27, 1989.
Before further flight after the freeplay checks,
lubricate the bearings in the elevator PCA
load loop and hinge line. Do these actions
per the schedule in Table 1 of this AD:

TABLE 1—COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE

For airplanes subject to... Do the initial check and lubrication...
Repeat the check and lu-

brication thereafter at least
every...

Inspection per paragraph
(d) ends the requirements

of...

Paragraph (a) of this AD ..... At the earlier of ..............................................................
4,000 flight hours after the most recent inspection per

paragraph (a) of AD 89–03–05.
OR

18 months after the effective date of this AD

18 months .......................... Paragraph (a) of this AD.

Paragraph (b) of this AD ..... At the earlier of ..............................................................
Within 3,000 flight hours after the most recent inspec-

tion per paragraph (b) of AD 89–03–05.
OR

Within 18 months after the effective date of this AD

18 months .......................... Paragraph (b) of this AD.

Neither paragraph (a) nor
(b) of this AD.

At the later of .................................................................
3,000 total flight hours ...................................................

OR
90 days after the effective date of this AD

18 months .......................... N/A.
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1 For purposes of this Notice of Inquiry (NOI), the
term ‘‘tariff’’ includes tariffs, rate schedules, service
agreements, and conditions of service filed with the
Commission.

2 The entities covered by this NOI are those that
submit tariff filings with the Commission pursuant
to the Natural Gas Act, the Natural Gas Policy Act,
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, the Federal
Power Act, the Interstate Commerce Act, and any
other relevant statute. It also includes entities that
may make voluntary tariff filings, such as
reciprocity filings pursuant to Order No. 888.

3 See Electronic Filing of Documents, Order No.
619, 65 FR 57088 (September 21, 2000), FERC Stats.
and Regs., Regulations Preambles, ¶ 31,107 (2000).

4 Pub. L. No. 105–277, Sections 1702–1704.
5 Circular A–130, Para. 8.a.1(k).

Replacement

(e) If freeplay of the elevator exceeds the
limits specified in the service bulletin during
any check per paragraph (d) of this AD:
Before further flight, replace elevator PCA
reaction link rod-end bearings and PCA rod-
end bearings, as necessary, with new,
improved bearings, per Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 757–27A0086, Revision 2, dated July
27, 1989.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(f)(1) An alternative method of compliance
or adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance,
approved previously in accordance with AD
89–03–05, amendment 39–6120, are NOT
considered to be approved as alternative
methods of compliance with this AD.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on March
13, 2001.
Vi L. Lipski,
Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–6789 Filed 3–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Chapter I

[Docket No. RM01–5–000]

Electronic Tariff Filings

March 14, 2001.
AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of inquiry and
informational conference.

SUMMARY: The Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission is inviting
comments on its regulatory
requirements regarding the format for
electronic tariffs filed at the
Commission in order to improve the
efficiency of the tariff filing process. The
Commission also is announcing an

informational conference by
Commission staff with interested
members of the public and industry in
order to demonstrate the use of its
current electronic natural gas tariff
system (FASTR) and an example of an
Extensible Markup language (XML)
tagged format. The informational
conference will also provide a venue for
questions, comments, and clarifications
regarding the matters raised in this NOI.
DATES: The Informational Conference
will be held on April 24, 2001.
Comments on this NOI are due on June
25, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington DC 20426.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Bourque, Office of Markets,
Tariffs, and Rates, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE., Washington, DC 20426;
telephone (202) 208–2338.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Introduction
The Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission (Commission) is inviting
comments on its regulatory
requirements regarding the format for
electronic tariffs1 filed at the
Commission,2 in order to improve the
efficiency of the tariff filing process.
Electronic tariffs will reduce the burden
and expense associated with paper
tariffs, and help make tariff information
available to the public in a faster and
more efficient manner. In the long run,
this effort should reduce the costs for
the regulated entities.

The Commission is inviting
comments on selected issues related to
the filing of electronic tariffs in order to
develop a notice of proposed
rulemaking, and thereafter a final rule,
with respect to the filing of electronic
tariffs. Specifically, the Commission is
seeking comments on how tariffs can
most efficiently be filed and maintained
electronically, and whether the format
and structure of tariffs can be changed
so they provide the most useful
information to the Commission and the
public. The Commission also is
establishing a staff informational
conference, to assist industry

participants in the preparation of their
comments on this NOI. At this
conference the Commission staff will
demonstrate possible methods of
electronic tariff filing, and issues related
to electronic tariff filing can be
discussed. The conference will be held
on April 24, 2001. The Commission
anticipates that there will be additional
opportunities for the industry to
participate in the development of the
technical specifications prior to
implementation of the electronic filing
requirement.

II. Background

In order to increase the efficiency
with which it carries out its program
responsibilities, the Commission has
been implementing measures to use
information technology to reduce the
amount of paperwork required in its
proceedings.3 This NOI is a step in the
process of replacing paper tariffs with
electronic tariffs by instituting a process
that will lead to a final rule requiring
the filing of tariffs electronically. The
Commission advocates the use of the
most efficient, cost effective, and
accurate technology to obtain the data
required for its use and to inform the
public.

Both the legislative and executive
branches of the Federal government
have set as goals the substitution of
electronic means of communication and
information storage for paper means.
For example, the Government
Paperwork Elimination Act directs
agencies to provide for the optional use
and acceptance of electronic documents
and signatures, and electronic record-
keeping, where practical.4 Similarly,
Office of Management and Budget
Circular A–130 requires agencies to
employ electronic information
collection techniques by October 2003,
where such means will reduce the
burden on the public, increase
efficiency, reduce costs, and help
provide better service.5 This
requirement applies to all filings,
including tariff filings.

As part of its statutory
responsibilities, the Commission
requires regulated entities to file tariffs
which include, among other things,
their respective rates, and terms and
conditions of service. The gas and
electric tariffs are filed at the
Commission in the form of numbered
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